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March 16, 1993

The Honorable Daniel P. Mounihan
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 28514

Dear Senator Moynihan:

I am not a particularly young man. I am certainly not an old man. I
quess I’m just your average Joe Citizen who lives in a single-wide
mobile home and drives a school bus for a living. I don’t have a lot
of money but what I do have to spend for personal recreation 1 choose
to invest in radio controlled model airplanes.

I love flying my models. It gives me such enjouywent I could scarcely
describe it to you. 1 design, draw and scratch build my own planes,

spending tens of hours creating a thing of beauty that I am proud to

take to the airfield at Kamp airport and fly with my friends.

Because I enjoy wy sport so much I wish to express my deep concern
respecting proposed rules being considered by the FCC (PR Docket
92-235>. It adopted, the new rules would greatly reduce the usability
of frequencies currently allocated for model use. The increased
possibility of radio interference caused by the proposed narrower
bandwidths weould increase the risk of accidents. The attendant
liability for such may well make it impractical to continue enjoying
the sport I love.

I take great pains to make my aircraft safe. One of the ways I do
this is to carefully monitor mine and others’ radio eguipment to make
sure there is no chance of radio interference. If the number of
useable frequencies is reduced in effect by these new rules, the
remaining 19 of 58 currently used frequencies will become congested
and safety will be sacrificed.

I wish to emphasize that some models weigh as much as 48 pounds and
have wingspans of 18 feet. It doesn’t take much imagination to quess
the possible result of lost control of such an aircraft. 1 would die
inside if 1 ever hurt anyone.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out these proposals for the 72 and 76 MHz
band frequencies.

Sincerely,

D, Bus—

James D. Hurd



February 5, 1993

Patrick Daniel Mounihan
405 Lexington Ave
New York, NY 10174

Dear Senator Patrick Daniel Mounihan:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in a local club called The Mid-Hudson Radioc
Control Society, a club whose members enjoy constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwiths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are




When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
PCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We
often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

]



Russe!l Ainhinder
12-7 Pond Way
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ierive a great many hours of enioyment from

: radio controel model aiveraft. Also this was
It t v to me when I started it waz also a form of
rvehabilitation for me aftey my accident.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission. The preceding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of the frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling

model airplanes.

Qur radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 Mhz Band this
hand is for private, land, Mobile dispatch coperations. However, Our
radic control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we share the band with. That we have had
ne interference with each other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
gplitting them into narrower bandwidthe and rearranging the band plan.
As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio-—-control fregquencies and cause interference to radio-control
operations. As I understand it of the 50 frequencies that we are
currently able to use, bhut if these rules are adopted we will he left
with only 19.

When we fly our model aircraft under radic control we go to great
lengths to ensure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of the safety precautions we take are in
the area of careful coordination of the frequencies we use. If the
preoposed rule changes are adopted the resulting congestion of
frequencies will cause the margin of safety to be greatly reduced.

Please understand that many of the aircraft we are talking ahcut
have wingspans up to 10 feet. weights approaching 40 pounds and speeds
in excess of 100 miles per hour. The point of mentioning this is to say
that they are capable of causing serious injures or death and a great
deal of property damage. If an interference problem were to cause the
operator to lose control of such an aircraft could be disastrous! We
often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. The full complement of our frequencies are
esgsential to maintain our safety margin at these events.

Although I understand the need to meet the needs of cther areas of
the frequency use community, I feel that the implementation of
PR-Docket 92-235 and the resulting increase in safety risks are an
unwige choice for the FCC to make. If the FCC feels that we are not as
important as the other users that this change is intended to help.
Please remember the investment that we have made in our radio equipment
to keep the level of safety that we as modelers are proud of.

- nk You
L

Russell S. Ainbinder



March 18, 1993
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Daniel P. Moynihan‘
203 Guaranty Building
28 Church St.

uffajo, Nv 14202

RE{ PR DOCKET NO. 92-235 QPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
l1ike to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making #92-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

"The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites pute a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.

These agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and fifty mile

separations are not practical in public safety applications where a specific
geopolitical area must be covered.

There 1is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
\ operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for eliminating potential interference from existing
Canadian stations,

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be

effective unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, 1s impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency

coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problems with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling 1is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public =afety
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safety, I request that the commission withdraw this notice of proposed rule making

#92-235. .
Sincerely, B
- J¢£;77L;Lv
Tow of erldan Highway Dept.

Robert Wdowiasz, Superintendent
Box 83 Pitt Rd.
Sheridan, NY 14135




The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan
Dear Senator

I have been interested in aviation for as long I can remember. I am very active in a local club
whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concemned about proposed rules that are under consideration by Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is Docket 92 - 235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. Iam told
that of the 50 frequencies that are present available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests were
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of the land
mobile radio user at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of commercial aviation industry.

Please help.me continue the safe eniovment of mv pastime bv not allowing the FCC to carry




74 Oakwood Avenue
Bayport,NY 11705
March 10, 1993

The Honorable Daniel P. Moynihan
733 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

Dear Senator:

I wish to voice my opposition to the proposed Federal
) Communications Commission (FCC)Y PR Docket 92-235.
EEEEE—..

e

Those of us who operate radio controlled planes, cars
and boats for pleasure have recently converted all our
equipment at great expense, I might add, to conform to 1991
standards.

The 1991 change accommodated an additional fifty channels
inserted between our channels for other users. Fine.

This gives a 10 kilohertz (KHZ) separation, and is
manageable. Now the FCC wants to sandwich TWO more channels
between the existing ones with a 2.5KHZ spacing for
commercial users. The equipment manufactuers are saying
this will be risky to both the new users and us. And it
will be costly, requiring re-conversion.

In addition to the FCC, we are governed by our parent
organization, the Acedemy of Model Aeronautics which, of
course, opposes the ruling. The AMA certifies each new piece
of equipment before it allows it's use and continues the
monitoring therof.

Who will monitor and control the "other" users?

I think that there are already too many incidents
attributed to interference, to further increase that risk.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Very sincerely yours,

g

Harold Beberian
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February 01, 1993

»

Seﬁator Patrick J. Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Moynihan:

| have been interested in aviation for as long as | can remember. | am very active in a local club
whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

| am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. [f adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned far model use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. | am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

en we fl r model airplan r radio control r f
f th rators an r he pr ion . f our saf jon
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with

the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased. ’

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying

environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its

proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.
Sincerely, j/é

Ay



1811 Avenue K
Brooklyn, NY 11230
(718) 338-9759

January 24, 1992

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Hello Senator Moynihan,

At the end of 1992, the FCC issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making that dcals with the allocation of mobile
commercial radio transmission frequencies in a band that is already in great use. The band in question is that which is
used by thousands of model airplane pilots across the country. These airplanes are remotely controlled by means of a
hand-held radio transmitter that sends signals to a receiver on board the airplane.

The proposed FCC frequency allocations would leave in place those frequencies currently in use by model
airplane pilots. However, the proposed mobile commercial frequencies would be placed within very close proximity to
the already existing frequencies. Please allow me to explain the danger inherent in this proposal.

Model airplane transmitters are of relatively low power while the commercial radios that would fill the new
frequencies are of much higher power. Given that these commercial radios would be mobile in nature, the possibility
would exist of them being brought within interference range of a model airplane.

When deprived of secure radio communications, a model airplane becomes a dangerous weapon. Even a small
airplane, perhaps weighing 5 pounds, traveling at 80 miles per hour could inflict serious harm on person and property.
The proposed FCC allocations would transform a safe, enjoyable sport into a potential disaster.

A great many people from all walks of life would be adversely affected by this ruling. Young children, retirees
and everyone in between participate in the sport of model airplane flying. It would be a tremendous shame to reduce
the safety of this enjoyable activity.

We ask you and your colleagues to defeat FCC NPRM PR Docket 92-235. There is plenty of room for
commercial radios without having to encroach on the leisure activities of so many American citizens.

Thank you very much for your time and concern.

Sincercly,

Pig A

Mark Balch
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February 1., 1993

Honorable Partrick Moynihan
U.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator. Moynihan

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed-rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection ofproperty. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the pumber of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplancs have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or
40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interferences causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio users
at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
- proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. A

Sincerely,

ol ne,

David A. Eamer
R.R. 1 Box 266
Hannibal, N.Y. 13074









I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,




